THE  REBUILDING   OF  LONDON
end of that year, only 843 sites had been paid for. The first
three months of 1668 nearly doubled this total, April added
another 303, and the whole year produced 2375, 1669
brought 2349, and 1670, 1316. Five years after the Fire,
on September ist, 1671, the total stood at 7359,* ninety per
cent of the number eventually set out. Considering all
things, such progress was satisfactory.
Sites set out were not necessarily sites soon to be built upon,
but the relationship was likely to be close. The same holds
good for the conclusion of agreements to rebuild. They might
be entered into for a variety of reasons, but where, as in the
case of tenants to corporations, the tenant gained nothing
more than the formal recording of standard terms, application
was likely to be delayed until, with the arrears of rent in his
pocket, he could go and settle the whole matter at one inter-
view. To apply before being in a position to pay was likely
to cause pressing demands for the debt to be liquidated,
without any advantage in the matter of rebuilding,2 The
normal course was probably for the tenant to bring his arrange-
ments to maturity and then to approach his landlord. If this is
so, the figures for the renewal of the Bridgehouse leases
amply corroborate the course of events suggested by the staking
books.3
The Bridgehouse Committee were instructed on February
15th, 1667, to negotiate with their tenants about rebuilding,4
and on March I3th they were empowered to grant the
necessary extensions of tenure.5 There was no rush to come to
terms. The lines of the streets were not yet known, and the
reward for building had not been conventionalized. The
1 Guildhall Lib., MS. 361.
2 Where the fine was heavy and the annual rent little more than a ground rent,
remissions for the time between destruction and rebuilding were rare.  The Bridge
hardly ever granted it. Most tenants let the arrears accumulate until agreement about
rebuilding had been reached, and then paid in full.
3 It is significant that many of the Bridge tenants did not get their foundations
staked out until after they had arranged for their new leases.
4 Journal of the Bridge House Committee, u, f. 4. They were to summon the tenants
before them.
* Ibid., f. 4.
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